United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
United States Patent and Trademark Office 
Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 
P.O.Box 1450 

Alexandria, Virginia 22313-1450 
www.uspto.gov 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. 



CONFIRMATION NO. 



09/665,241 



09/18/2000 



Eric M. Silberstein 



23550 7590 12/01/2005 

HOFFMAN WARNICK & D'ALESSANDRO, LLC 
75 STATE STREET 
14TH FL 

ALBANY, NY 12207 



IDIK-001; 55692-012 



4412 



EXAMINER 



MANIWANG, JOSEPH R 



ART UNIT 



PAPER NUMBER 



2144 

DATE MAILED: 12/01/2005 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



PTO-90C (Rev. 10/03) 



i 



Office Action Summarv 

, r 


Application No. 

09/665,241 


Applicants) 
SILBERSTEIN ET AL 


Examiner 

Joseph R. Maniwang 


Art Unit 

2144 





The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address » 
Period for Reply 
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DETAILED ACTION 



1. The text of .those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. Claims 26,^7, 30, 34, 35, 38, 41 , and 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Challenger et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,216,212), hereinafter referred to 
as Challenger. 

3. Regarding claims 26, 38, and 42, Challenger disclosed a method and system 
comprising managing an abstraction layer that organizes data for a plurality of content 
objects (see column 8, lines 3-10), each of which comprises one of a plurality of 
resource types (see column 10, lines 17-20), wherein the abstraction layer defines a . 
unique path for locating the data for each of the plurality of content objects regardless of 
the corresponding resource type and a corresponding file system used to store each 
content object (see column 14, lines 58-63); managing a set of object links that 
interfaces with the abstraction layer, wherein each object link comprises a source 
content object for a source website, a target content object for a destination website 
different from the source website, and one of a plurality of object link types (see column 
8, lines 30-42); receiving a modification of data for the source content object (see 
column 8, lines 36-40); obtaining an object link for the source content object from the 
set of object links (see column 8, lines 40-42); determining the target content object 
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based on the object link ( see column 8, lines 40-42); and updating data for the target 
content object based on the modified data for the source content object and the object 
-link type for the object link (see column 9, lines 18-28). 

4. Regarding claim 27, Challenger disclosed the method and system including 
ensuring that a re^purce type for the source content object and a resource type for the 

target content object are the same (see column 8, lines 51-65); and copying the data ■ 

from the source content object to the target content object based on the resource type 

(see column 8, lines 51-65). ; : ' . 

5. Regarding jcfcaim 30, Challenger disclosed the method and system further 

comprising obtaining a second object link from the set of object links for the target •. , 

content object; determining a second target content object based on the second object 

link; and updating data for the second target content object based on the updated data 

for the target content object and an object link type for the second object link (see 

column 8, line 66 through column 9, line 7). ; ] 

6. Regarding claim 34, Challenger disclosed the method and system further ; 
comprising generating the object link for the source content object (see column 7, lines 
38-51). , > 

7. Regarding claims 35 and 41 , Challenger disclosed the method and system ^ 
further comprising generating the target content object based on the source content 

object and the object link, wherein the target content object inherits at least one property y • 
from the source content object (see column 9, lines 18-28). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

8. . Claims 28, 29, 31-33, 43, and 44 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being • 
unpatentable over Challenger et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,216,212), hereinafter referred to as 
Challenger, and further in view of Lakritz (U.S. Pat. No. 6,623,529). 

9. Challenger disclosed a method and system comprising managing an abstraction 
layer that organizes data for a plurality of content objects (see column 8, lines 3-10), 
each of which comprises one of a plurality of resource types (see column 10, lines 17- 
20), wherein the abstraction layer defines a unique path for locating the data for each of 
the plurality of content objects regardless of the corresponding resource type and a . = . 
corresponding file system used to store each content object (see column 14; lines 58- : f 
63); managing a set of object links that interfaces with the abstraction layer, wherein 

. each object link comprises a source content object for a source website, a target ' 
content object for a destination website different from the source website, and one of a 
plurality of object link types (see column 8, lines 30-42); receiving a modification of data 
for the source content object (see column 8, lines 36-40); obtaining an object link for the 
source content object from the set of object links (see column 8, lines 40-42); 
determining the target content object based on the object link (see column 8, lines 40- 
42); and updating data for the target content object based on the modified data for the ; 
source content object and the object link type for the object link (see column 9, lines 18- 
28). J 

10. While Challenger disclosed updating data for the target content object based on 
the modified data for the source content object and the object link type for the object 
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link, Challenger did not specifically disclose an object link type comprising a translate 
link for performing a workflow to translate source data into a different language for the 
target content object. 

1 1. In a related art of web content delivery, Lakritz disclosed a method and system 
comprising a source and target object (see column 2, lines 38-43) translated into 
another language through a translation link (see column 9, lines 44-47) using a workflow 
(see column 4, lines 64-67; column 9, line 51 ; column 1 1 , lines 17-23). Lakritz further 
disclosed sending a notification of a required translation to a user (see column 2, lines v 
32-34; column 6, lines 3-6) and receiving confirmation that the required translation step 
has been completed (see column 9, lines 44-57; column 10, lines 5-10). 

12. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the teachings of Challenger and Lakritz to provide a system for 
translating a source content object into another language for a target content object as 
claimed. The invention of Challenger generally provided a way to modify a target object 
through a link to a source object. Lakritz further disclosed using such links as a way to 
translate the source object into another language. One of ordinary skill in the art- Would 
have been motivated to consider incorporating the teachings of Lakritz as they provided 
a more compact, efficient, and easy way to provide document localization (see column 
5, lines 19-33). 
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13. Claims 36, 37, 39, 40, and 45-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Challenger et al. (U.S. Pat. No. 6,216,212), hereinafter referred to as 
Challenger, and further in view of Lakritz (U.S. Pat. No. 6,623,529). 

14. Challenger-disclosed a method and system comprising managing an abstraction 
layer that organizes data for a plurality of content objects (see column 8, lines 3-10), 
each of which comprises one of a plurality of resource types (see column 10, lines 1.7- . 
20), wherein the abstraction layer defines a unique path for locating the data for each of 
the plurality of content objects regardless of the corresponding resource type and a 
corresponding file system used to store each content object (see column 1 4, lines 58- 
63); managing a set of object links that interfaces with the abstraction layer, wherein . 
each object link comprises a source content object for a source website, a target 
content object for*a'destination website different from the source website, and one of a 
plurality of object link types (see column 8, lines 30-42); receiving a modification of data 
for the source content object (see column 8, lines 36-40); obtaining an object link; for the : • :. 
source content object from the set of object links (see column 8, lines 40-42); . 
determining the target content object based on the object link (see column 8, lines 40- 

42); and updating data for the target content object based on the modified data for the 
source content object and the object link type for the object link (see column 9i- lines 18- ; i ; 
28). 

15. While Challenger disclosed managing a set of object links that interfaces with the 
abstraction layer, Challenger did not specifically disclose the use of project links. , 
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16. In a related art of web content delivery, Lakritz disclosed a method and system 
for translating a source content object into another language for a target content object, 
the translation of several objects handled by project links (see column 10, lines 40-65). 
. 17. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time pf 
invention to combine the teachings of Challenger and Lakritz to provide a system for 
updating website content comprising managing a set of projects and project links. One 
of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to consider incorporating the 
teachings of Lakritz as they provided a more compact, efficient, and easy way Jo ; , : 
provide document localization (see column 5, lines 19-33). The invention of Lakritz also 
provided fully autgnpated management of the translation process, thus removing much 
of the burden placed on users of the system (see column 13, lines 1-5). 

Response to Arguments 

18. Applicant's, arguments filed 09/02/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

19. Regarding claims 38-50 previously rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 as being \ 
directed to non-statutory subject matter, the rejections have been withdrawn. 

20. Regarding jclaims 26-27, 30, 34-35, and 41-42 rejected under 35 U.S.C r 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Challenger (U.S. Pat. No. 6,216,212), Applicant asserts that the 
reference does not teach the limitations of newly amended claims 26, 38. Specifically, 
regarding claim 26, Applicant asserts that Challenger does not teach an abstraction ! 
layer that organizes data for content objects and defines a unique path for locating the 
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data for each of the content objects regardless of a corresponding resource type and a 
corresponding file system used to store each content object. Examiner submits that 
Challenger teaches an abstraction layer that clearly defines a unique path for locating ; v 
data for each of the plurality of content objects, as Challenger disclosed an object 
dependence graph defining unique dependencies between objects and their associated 
data (see column 6, lines 40-56; column 15, lines 3-10). Applicant further asserts that 
Challenger is unrelated to managing an update of website content between a source 
content object and a target content object for two different websites. Examiner submits 
that Challenger clearly taught updating a target content object with a source content 
object of a different website, as the reference was directed towards "constructing and , 
maintaining objects to associate changes in remote data with cached objects" (see 
column 2, lines 58-65), the sources comprising web pages on a remove server and the 
target comprising a caching server (see column 3, lines 30-35; see column 7, lines 26- 
37; column 8, lines 30-43). 

2f. Regarding claims 36-37, 39-40, and 45-50 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Challenger in view of Lakritz (U.S. Pat. No. 6,623,529), 
Applicant asserts that the references do not teach the claimed limitations. Specifically, 
regarding claim 45, Applicant asserts that the references fail to disclose anything . 
resembling the claimed project link, which defines an update relationship between a 
source project and a target project and comprises one of a plurality of project link types. 
However, Examiner submits that Lakritz disclosed such a functionality as claimed where 
it was disclosed that job tickets and work packets defined the update tasks to be 
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performed between a source of documents and a set of target completed documents on. 
a web site for a project (see column 1 0, line 40 through column 1 1 , line 1 3). 

Conclusion 

. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time: . 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not V- v 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later • 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph R. Maniwang whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3928. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8:00-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. . 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 
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